evolution cannot be achieved without considering the selective agents responsible for 23 natural selection. The comparative method in evolutionary biology [3] was born in part 24 to fill this gap, serving very successfully since then to document how selective agents 25 drive adaptive variation at scales that expand from a few to millions of generations. 26
However, the systematic inclusion of selective agents in studies documenting natural 27 selection in the wild has been much less common. 28
In a recent review in TREE, MacColl [4] proposes a new research programme 29 that aims at measuring and manipulating selective agents in field studies of natural 30 selection. Making selective agents come to the surface may be a major step forward in 31 evolutionary biology. MacColl has done an excellent job at envisaging how research in 32 this area should be pursued. Furthermore, asymmetric co-selection between pairs of interacting species can 68 differently affect the demography of each other [11] . Using MacColl's Fig. 1, a change  69 in the G-matrix due to a response to selection for predatory defence in sites of high 70 predator density, could affect the density of predators itself, and thus the O-matrix. 71
Moreover, if the correlation between predator and parasite abundances is driven by 72 predator density, a decrease in predator numbers will change parasite abundance. 
